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assertion on my part, Jiow many people are there, and those serious,,
philosophers, who hold that brutes think and who therefore suppose
that thought, while not being an attribute common to all bodies, is an
attribute common to extended soul, such as belongs to brutes, and con-
sequently that it is not a property (in the fourth sense1) of mind or what
is spiritual. What will such philosophers say, pray tell me, when they
are asked to set aside this opinion of theirs in order so lightly to
assume yours ? You yourself, in craving this from us as a postulate,
do you ask us to oblige you by conceding this or do you wish us to
make a fresh start again ? But what is the need for my going on
with this discussion ? If I have done wrong in going on so far, do
you wish me to retrace my steps ?

ANNOTATIONS.

But ivhat am, I? Doubtless some one of the opinions I previously
held about myself is true*. Here as in countless other places lie
ascribes a certain opinion to me without the slightest shadow of
excuse for doing so.

This was fixed for me from the time when I made my renunciation3.
Here again he falsely assigns an opinion to me which I do not hold.
For.I never drew any conclusion from the fact that I had renounced
my former belief. On the other hand I expressed exactly the
contrary when I said, 'But perhaps it is true that these same
things which I supposed were non-existent because they are unknown
to ine, are really not different from the self which I know4.7

Am I then a mind5 ? It is likewise false that I asked whether
I was a mind. For I had not yet explained what I understood by
mind. But I enquired whether there existed in me any of the
features I was in the practice of attributing to the soul as I had
formerly described it. And since I did not find in myself everything
which I had referred to it, but thought alone, on that account I did
not say that I was a soul, but merely a thinking thing. To this
thinking thing I gave the name of mind, .or understanding, or
reason, and in doing this I had no intention of signifying by the
term mind anything more than by the term thinking thing. It was
not with that purpose that I exclaimed c Eureka! Eureka! I have
found itJ; as he so unfairly and sophistically represents. On the

1  The Schoolmen distinguished four.senses of the term property: in the
fourth it means id quod pertinet omni et soli et semper (what belongs to the
whole of a species, to it alone, and at all times).

2  Cf. p. 287, sub iin.                                 3 Cf. p. 288, 1. 7.
4 Cl Med. n. p. 152, par. 2.                     5 Cf. p. 288, 1. 13.